
Boston University .(1918) 77.6
College of Physicians and Surgeons, Boston .(1917) 75
Harvard University (1918) 80, 80.3, 80.4, 81.2, 83.8, 84.6.
Middlesex College of Med. and Surgery .(1918)*76.5,81.1
Tufts College Med. School (1916) 79.5; (1917) 80.1; (1918) 75

75, 75.1, 80.5, 81.2.
University of Michigan Medical School .(1916) 79
University and Bellevue Hospital Med. Coll.(1917) 80.6
Hahnemann Med. Coll. and Hosp. of Philadelphia ...(1911) 82.1
University of West Tennessee .(1916) 75
University of Vermont ...:.(1918) 84
McGill University .(1918) 83.1

FAILED

College of Phys. and Surg., Boston_ (1915) 68.5; (1916)65.5,66.5
Middlesex College of Medicine and Surgery .(1918)* 60
Tufts College Medical School .(1918) 72.3
University of Berlin .(1903) 58.1

* Graduation not verified.

Dr. Bowers also reports that 5 candidates were licensed
at the special examinations held for War Service, June 11-12,
July 30-31, and Aug. 8, 1918. The following colleges were

represented : Year Per
College passed Gra(j4 Cent.

Harvard University .(1917) 86; (1918)79.7,82.2
Tufts College Medical School .(1918) 78.3
University of Vermont .(1911) 79.2

Idaho October Examination
Dr. Ray H. Fisher, secretary of the Idaho State Board of

Medical Examiners, reports the written examination held at
Boise, Oct. 1-2, 1918. The examination covered 11 subjects
and included 110 questions. An average of 75 per cent, was

required to pass. Eleven candidates took the physician's and
surgeon's examination, including 2 osteopaths, all of whom
passed. Seven candidates were licensed through reciprocity.
The following colleges were represented :

Year Per
College passed nrad Cent-

State University of Iowa Coll. of Horneo. Med.(1889) 76
Louisville Medical College .(1894) 75
University of Michigan Medical School .(1891) 78
University Medical College of K. C.(1897) 80
University of Buffalo .(1899) 75
Western Reserve University .(1918) 84
Hahnemann Med. Coll. and Hosp. of Philadelphia ....(1917) 77
University of Tennessee .(1894) 75
University of Texas .(1910) 80

Year ReciprocityCollege licensed through reciprocity Grad w¡th
ITniversity of Colorado .(1916) Utah
George Washington University.(1916) Washington
Drake LTniversity .(1907) Washington
Baltimore University .(1903)New Mexico
Michigan College of Medicine and Surgery .(1904) Utah
Missouri Medical College .(1882) Utah
University of Oregon .(1910) Oregon

Michigan October Examination
Dr. B. D. Harison, secretary of the Michigan State Board

of Registration in Medicine, reports the written examination
held at Lansing, Oct. 8-10, 1918. The examination covered
14 subjects and included 100 questions. An average of 75
per cent, was required to pass. Three candidates were exam¬

ined, all of whom passed. The following colleges were repre¬
sented :

Dr. Harison also reports that 14 candidates were licensed
through reciprocity from Sept. 3 to and including Nov. 20,
1918. The following colleges were represented :

Year Per
College passed Grad. Cent.

Johns Hopkins tTniversity .(1918) 87.8
University of Michigan Medical School.(1918) 86.8
University of Michigan Homeo. Med. School .(1918) 86.1

Year Reciprocity
College licensed through reciprocity (;ra¿. with

Bennett College of Eclectic Med. and Surg.(1898) Illinois
Hahnemann Med. Coll. and Hosp. of Chicago.(1910) Illinois
Northwestern University .(1895) Illinois
University of Illinois .(1916) Illinois
Kansas Medical College .(1899) Missouri
Johns Hopkins University .(1917) Maryland
University of Michigan Medical School.(1885) Illinois
. (1900) Mississippi

Pulte Medical College .(1882) Ohio
Medico-Chirurgical College of Philadelphia.(1912) Penna.
University of Pennsylvania .(1905) Penna.
Vanderbilt University .(1913)

.

Tennessee
University of Vermont .(1914) Virginia
Western University .(1896) Missouri

Medicolegal
Diagnosing Is Practicing Medicine—Chiropractor

(State v. Ralph (Minn.), 167 N. W. R. 553)

The Supreme Court of Minnesota, in affirming an order
denying the defendant, a chiropractor, a new trial after she
had been convicted of practicing medicine without a license,
in violation of Section 4981 of the General Statutes of
Minnesota of 1913, holds that the act of a person who styles
himself a doctor, in receiving a patient who has applied to
him for medical attention, and examining such person and
diagnosing his ailment or disease and recommending an

operation as treatment therefor, is practicing medicine within
the meaning of the Minnesota statute prohibiting the prac¬
tice thereof without a license, though he prescribes no drug
and administers no specific treatment to the patient. The
court says that the science of diagnosing human diseases
and human ailments has cóme to be a distinct branch or
department of the medical profession ; the diagnostician
limiting his efforts to a discovery of the disease or ailment
from which the patient may be suffering, its character and
location, leaving the treatment thereof to some other physi¬
cian or surgeon. This is a matter of common knowledge.
And it requires no discussion or argument to demonstrate
that the physician who thus applies his learning and energies
is performing a highly important duty of the profession,
and is engaged in the practice thereof, though he prescribes
no drug and administers no specific treatment. If a physi¬
cian so limiting his services is practicing medicine, of which
there can be no doubt, then in the case at bar the question
whether the defendant, in diagnosing the ailment of the
person named in the indictment, was likewise engaged was
at least a question for the jury.

The evidence disclosed that the defendant was not a
licensed physician and surgeon, but was a chiropractor who
for several years had been practicing at Minneapolis. Some
time prior to the date charged in the indictment she adver¬
tised that she would be at Granite Falls on a given date, to
remain for three days to extend relief to those who might
apply to her. She held herself out as Dr. B. Elizabeth Rolph,
and posters were distributed announcing her coming. Cards
with her name as just stated were placed on the doors of
her rooms at the hotel, where she received patients. She
was accompanied by a nurse, who assisted in the examination
of persons applying for help, and in the administration of
the treatment given them. They shared equally in the
profits. The person named in the indictment, who had been
in ill health a long time, was received as a patient, and an
examination and diagnosis made by the defendant, assisted
by the nurse, disclosed an abdominal tumor, for which the
defendant recommended an operation by some competent
surgeon. The defendant did not attempt to treat that con¬
dition, but did apply to the patient the usual chiropractic
treatment, and at the conclusion of all a fee of $2 was
charged, and paid. The question was raised whether the fee
was paid for the preliminary examination or diagnosis or for
the treatment ; but the dispute was not of serious moment.
The examination and treatment constituted one transaction,
and whether the fee was exacted for the treatment, exclud¬
ing the diagnosis, was a fair question of fact. The trial
court held it to be immaterial. That the evidence showed
that the defendant administered chiropractic treatment to
other patients, for the same fee each, was important only as

indicating that the examination of the particular patient with
the advice of an operation was not an isolated transaction
or a neighborly act. The evidence clearly justified the jury
in finding the facts substantially as charged in the indict¬
ment, and thereon in concluding that the defendant was
practicing medicine within the meaning and in violation of
the Minnesota statutes.

The indictment was sufficient, although the charging part
thereof was limited to the specific acts deemed a violation
of the statute, and did not charge a commission of the crime
in general terms.

Downloaded From: http://jama.jamanetwork.com/ by a University of Michigan User  on 06/11/2015



Damages Allowed Aged Physician for Injuries
(Rust v. Washington Tool & Hardware Co. (Wash.), 172 Pac. R. 846)

The Supreme Court of Washington affirms a judgment
for $2,500 damages in favor of the plaintiff, a physician
78 years of age, who was injured by falling into an open
elevator shaft in a store where he was making purchases.
The court says that an agent of a company that carried a

liability policy of insurance on the elevator having been at
once summoned after the accident, on payment of $20 obtained
from the plaintiff a release and affidavit exonerating the
defendant, but there was evidence that the plaintiff did not
know what he was doing when he signed them. In deciding
against the contention that the award of $2,500 for the injury
sustained was excessive, the court says that the evidence
showed that the plaintiff, although at the advanced age of 78
years and with but a short expectancy of life, was still prac¬
ticing his profession as a physician, and was incommoded
therein by the condition of his foot, which still caused him
pain in its use. At the time of the accident he suffered a
dislocation of the kneecap, cuts and bruises about the head
and body, and a dislocation of the bones of his foot. He was

confined to his bed for several weeks, and compelled for
seven or eight months to use crutches. The ankle was
stiffened, the bones of the foot had fallen down, there was no

arch, and the heel bone was left unaided to sustain his
weight. The bones were in such a condition that they must
be kept in place by tight bandages of adhesive tape, a heavy
iron form must be used in the shoe so as to create an arti¬
ficial arch, and a cane was necessary to assist in walking.
The injury was permanent and one that could not be remedied
by an operation. The plaintiff still suffered pain in the use
of the foot and whenever the bandages were adjusted. While
the award appears to the supreme court large, in view of the
advanced age of the plaintiff, the trial court in the exercise
of its discretion refused to make a reduction, and the supreme
court feels that it would not be warranted, under the circum¬
stances and showing made, in interfering with the award
returned by the triers of the fact.

Nature of Action for Death from Abandoning Patient
(Cochran v. Laton (N. H.), 103 Atl. R. 658)

The Supreme Court of New Hampshire, in overruling the
defendant's exceptions in this action brought by an admini¬
strator and resulting in a verdict for the plaintiff, says that
the only question of law raised by the defendant's exceptions
to the court's charge, its refusal to charge, and to the
admission of evidence as to the deceased's expectation of life
was whether an action to recover for a death caused by a

physician's abandoning his patient is an action of tort for
physical injuries to the person within the meaning of Public
Statutes, Chapter 191, Sections 8-13, Section 8 providing
in substance that such an action shall survive in the way
and to the extent set forth in the following five sections, and
the court holds that the action is such a one of tort within
the meaning of the statute.

Charitable Institutions Not Within Provisions of Workmen's
Compensation Act

(Zoulalian v. New England Sanatorium & Benevolent Association
(Mass.), 119 N. E. R. 686)

The Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts, in over¬
ruling exceptions to a verdict for the defendant, says that this
was an action for personal injuries received by the plaintiff
while in the employ of the defendant and at work on a buzz
planer. The defendant was a corporation "for the purpose
of founding a hospital or charitable asylum . . . for the
care and relief of indigent or other sick or infirm per¬
sons . . . and in no manner directly or indirectly for
private profit or dividend paying, to any one." It was plain
that the objects of the corporation being benevolent and
charitable, it must be held to be a valid public charity.

It was the contention of the plaintiff that the defendant
was within the provisions of the workmen's compensation
act (Statutes of 1911, Chapter 751, and acts in amendment
thereof) ; but the court is unable to agree with this contention.

While it is provided by Section 2 of Part 1 that "the pro¬
visions of section one shall not apply to actions to recover
damages for personal injuries sustained by domestic servants
and farm laborers," it does not follow that all other employees
who may be injured in the course of their employment are
within the terms of the act. Undoubtedly the rules of law
declared by this court relating to persons injured while in
the employ of charitable institutions may be changed by the
legislature, still that such change was made by the workmen's
compensation act is not to be inferred in the absence of a

plain intention on the part of the legislature to that effect.
It never has been held in this commonwealth that a chari¬

table institution was liable for negligence; on the other hand,
it has been expressly held that such institutions are not
liable for negligence of their servants or agents. For many
years prior to the enactment of the Statute of 1911, Chap¬
ter 751, this court in numerous decisions had uniformly held
that a charitable institution was not liable for personal
injuries due to the negligence of its servants or agents; and
it is to be assumed that the legislature had the existing law
in mind when the statute was passed. The court is of the
opinion that, considering the statute as a whole together
with its manifest purpose and the objects sought to be
accomplished by it, it was not intended thereby to change
the law as it previously stood and include employees of
charitable institutions.

Current Medical Literature

AMERICAN
Titles marked with an asterisk (*) are abstracted below.

American Journal of Obstetrics and Diseases of Women
and Children, New York

December, 1918, 78, No. 492
1 »Benefits of Stab-Wound Drainage in Pelvic Infections. H. W.

Yates.—p. 745.
2 »Does Surgery Ever Cure a Case of Cancer. M. A. Tate.—p. 749.
3 Gail-Bladder Disease and Its Differential Diagnosis. J. F. Erd-

mann.—p. 752.
4 Acute Gastric Dilatation. Report of Cases. W. J. Gillette.—

 

p. 758.
5 »Sarcoma of Left Ovary in a Child Twenty-Three Months Old.

H. E. Hayd.—p. 764.
6 »Case of Abdominal Pregnancy at Term. T. B. Noble.—p. 767.
7 »Rôle of Congenital Colonie Membranes as a Causative Factor in

Disease. J. P. Runyan.—p. 770.
8 Case of Pancreatic Cyst in Association with Tubercular Kidneyand Intestinal Complications. J. E. Sadlier.—p. 773.
9 Radical Treatment of Cancer of Cervix By Igniextirpation (Werder

Operation). E. A. Weiss.—p. 776.
10 »Heart in Pregnancy. L. Burckhardt.—p. 785.
11 Forceps Rotation of Head in Persistent Occipitoposterior Posi¬

tions. A. H. Bill.—p. 791.
12 Doctor John Bard. G. K. Dickinson.—p. 796.
13 »Study of Pregnancy Toxemia. G. C. Mosher.—p. 803.
14 »Pathologic Conditions of Pelvic Viscera, Result of Induced

Abortions Causing Sterilization, Disclosed by Abdominal Section.
F. Reder.—p. 823.

15 Irving W. Potter Method of Practicing Version. E. G. Zinke.
—p. 829.

16 »Cesarean Section Under Local Anesthesia. W. M. Brown.—p. 836.
17 »Indications for Cesarean Section, Personal Experiences in 109

Cases. A. J. Rongy.—p. 840.
18 »Sterilizing Women When Operating for Tubercular Peritonitis.

J. H. Carstens.—p. 849.
19 »Case of Ligation of Inferior Vena Cava.  .  . Noble.—p. 851.

1. Abstracted in The Journal, Oct. 19, 1918, p. 1339.
2. Does Surgery Ever Cure a Case of Cancer.—Unless there

be evident métastases and the patient can stand operation.
Tate believes that it is the physician's duty to mankind to
operate without delay, even if there be only a temporary-
improvement. A hopeless case, where there is no chance for
even the prolongation of life, should never be subjected to
surgery.

5. Abstracted in The Journal, Oct. 25, 1918, p. 1434.
6. Abdominal Pregnancy at Term.—Noble's patient became

pregnant in November.. Her condition was diagnosed in May.
She was laparotomized in August. Pulling aside the margins
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